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File No. 12014/2/2006-NCB.ll 


Sub: Report of Justice Mukherjee Commission of Inquiry 
(JMCf) - Preparation of Cabinet Note and Action 
Taken Report. 


In a meeting taken by the HM on 8 Hl March, 2006 at 4-15 
P.M. in his chamber and attended by the HS, AS (BM) and JS (S), 
it was decided that the Government was not inclined to accept the 
finding of the JMCI to the effect that Netaji Subhas Chandra 
Bose did not die in the plane crash on 18 th August, 1945 in the 
absence of conclusive evidence to support its findings. 

* 

2. It was also decided in the said meeting that the report of the 
Commission would be placed before both the Houses of 
Parliament on 10 th May, 2006 when it resumes after the recess. 

3. It is mentioned here that action has already been initiated to 
get the report (both English and Hindi versions) printed through 
empanelled printers with RG1, as decided earlier. 

4. In the meantime, as desired, a Note for the Cabinet and an 
Action Taken Report have been attempted and are placed at Flags 
X and Y respectively for approval please. 

5. As per procedure, the Lok Sabha Secretariat and the Rajya 
Sabha Secretariat are to be kept informed about the tabling of the 
report at least three days in advance. Necessary communication 
in this regard will be sent to the Lok Sabha and Rajya Sabha 
Secretariats shortly. 


/ 



(S.K. Goswami) 
Under Secretary 
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In the report, the JMCI has stated that they received, inter alia, copies of 
the proceedings of the Khosla Commission in 'Argument Session’ only and copy 
of a list of 202 documents was exhibited before that Commission, Out of these 
202 exhibits, only 89 were furnished by the MHA, Government of India and that 


‘T’ Branch of Internal Security Division of MHA could not make available the 


remaining documents for scrutiny, 

A d.o. letter may be written to JS (Coord. & PG), MHA, North Block, 
with request to offer comments/views on the matter immediately so that the same 
could be incorporated in the Cabinet Note. A d.o. letter is placed below for 
approval/signature please. 


(S.K. Uoswami) 
Under Secretary 






24 
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Following the meeting taken by HM when HS, AS(BM) and 
JS(S) were present, some minor changes have been made in para 5.4 
of that draft (F/X). Regarding para 5(iii) of that draft, some further 
developments have taken place and the same are stated below - 


Justice Mukherjee Commission of Inquiry in its report 
submitted on 8 th November, 2005, made the following remarks in 
Chapter 2(b) under the heading “Its Limitations and constraints” - 


-xrf. IQ s*t<( 







' ■■ “Records of the entire proceedings of the Khosla Commission 
and a large number of the documents exhibited before it, though 
called for by this Commission from time to time since August 18, 
2000, were not furnished by the Government of India, However, this 
Commission received, inter alia, copies of the proceedings of the 
earlier Commission in ‘Argument Session’ only and a copy of a list of 
202 (two hundred and two) documents exhibited before Khosla 
Commission and marked by the said Commission as “Com.Nos.”. 
Out of those 202 (two hundred and two) exhibits, authenticated copies 
of 26 (twenty-six) exhibits only, were furnished by the Government of 
India to this Commission. To retrieve the Khosla Commission 
documents, which were still then not received, this commission by the 
middle of February, 2003 sent one of its officers to New Delhi, where 
the officer so deputed examined the files and documents as produced 
before him by the Ml 1A officials and the officials of ‘T’ Section of 
the Internal Security Division of MHA. While examining the 
documents in ‘T’ Section, the said officer of the Commission found a 
list of the exhibits of the Khosla Commission, similar to that referred 
to earlier in a file maintained in that Section, but none of the 
documents as mentioned therein, though asked for by the officer, 
could be made available to him for scrutiny.” 


^ F/A 
a F/0 


2. As ‘T’ Branch’s (the Section is called ‘T’ Branch and not ‘T’ 
Section as mentioned in the report) name has been mentioned, a D.O. 
letter dated 24.4.2006 was written o to the JS(Coord. & PG) for 
comments/ views. The reply dated 28-4-2006 to that D.O. letter has 
been received. It has been mentioned therein that there is no records 
in the ‘T’ Branch to show that they supplied any exhibit of the Khosla 
Commission and that no earlier reference calling for the said exhibits 
is available in T Branch. They have also mentioned that £ T’ Branch is 
the repository of only ‘top secret documents’ and since no such list 
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has been furnished by the Security Division, the Section (‘T’ Branch) 
is unable to assess as to whether the exhibits called for by the Security 
Division are in the nature of top secret documents. 


3. It is, therefore, seen that the reply received does not serve any 
purpose to effectively deal with the above remarks of the Commission 
made in its report. In the meantime, the undersigned has been able to 
trace out some files from the NCB.II Section which was dealing with 
JMCI. From File^Slo. 1/1201 4/ 1 3/2000-IS(D-I) (VolJI), it is found 
that there is an affidavit filed in February 2001 before the 
Commission by Smt. Sangita Goirola, JS (Internal Security-I), MHA, 
and in para 7 of the said affidavit it is mentioned that “despite efforts 
to locate further records, if any, in respect of the proceedings of the 
Khosla Commission of Inquiry, no such records have become 
available.” 

4. Another affidavit was also filed before the Commission by the 
said Smt. Goirola on 19.12.2001 and in para 3 of the said affidavit it is 

mentioned that “ certain records pertaining to Khosla 

Commission were made available to the Hon’ble Commission a 

Vigorous search was launched to locate files/documents mentioned in 
the proceedings from time to time. As a result of this search, some 
more documents have since become available and a list thereof is 
enclosed at Annexure A herewith, for perusal of the Hon’ble 
Commission.” 



&LF 
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5 . So, it is apparent that all available records pertaining to Khosla 
Commission were sent to the Commission and the Commission has 
also referred to that. It is also apparent that no further records could 
be retrieved in spite of vigorous search carried out therefore. It is, 
therefore, proposed that the para 5.4 of the Cabinet Note may be 
replaced by the following - 

5.4 Regarding (iii) above, the Commission was provided 
with all available records pertaining to the proceedings of 
the Khosla Commission. Some records of Khosla Commi- 
ssion could, however, not be retrieved in spite of vigorous 
efforts and, therefore, could not be supplied to the Commission 
for its scrutiny. 


- z- 


o 


*F/*X 


6. It is mentioned here that the Cabinet Note is to be got approved 
by HM before it is sent for Hindi translation. Thereafter, it is to be 
sent to the Cabinet Secretariat for approval of the Cabinet in its 
meeting on 11.5.2006. The' 'draft Cabinet Note along with the ATR 
^ and the Implementation Schedule 



7. Submitted. 


OSD(S) (not in office being a Saturday) 




(S.K. Goswami)^^ 
Under Secretary 





















Reference notes from page 6 ante. 

2. In order to reply to the Commission’s observation in the Report 
that some records/proceedings of the Khosla Commission were not 
made available to them (para 5.4 of the Cabinet Note), we have 
checked the report of the Khosla Commission to ascertain whether 
any list of exhibits has been enclosed therewith. But no list of 
exhibits has been found enclosed with the report. It contains only a 
list of 224 witnesses examined by that Commission. 

3. A reference was also made to the ‘T’ Branch of MHA to know 
if they had any information on the issue. From the reply of ‘T’ 
Branch, it is seen that one file No. 12014/27/93-IS(D.IIl) has been 
retained in NCB.II Section and the list of exhibit, referred to in the 
report of JMCI, might be available therein. A thorough search has 
been made in the Security Division under the personal supervision of 
JS(S) for the said file. But all efforts have proved futile. In the 
Record Room also search has been conducted by others, but to no 
effect. During conversation of JS(S) with Shri A. Bharti, DS in 
charge of ‘T Branch, it transpired that he was also not sure whether 
that list of exhibits would be available in that fde. 

4. Although the Commission initially mentioned this impediment 
of non-production of some records/proceedings of Khosla 
Commission, but ultimately they came to its conclusion “on the basis 
of robust circumstantial evidence on record”. It, therefore, seems that 
there would not have been much impact on the findings of the 
Commission even if the said records/proceedings were made available 
to it. It is, therefore, proposed that para 5.4 of the Cabinet Note may 
be written in the following manner - 

5.4 Regarding (iii) above, the Commission was provided 

with all available records pertaining to the proceedings of 
the Khosla Commission. An affidavit to this effect 
was filed before the Commission by the then Joint 
Secretary (Internal Security), MHA. 

5. The length of the Cabinet Note has A exceeded the prescribed 
size. As it is important to quote the important portions verbatim from 
the reports of the earlier Committee/Commission and this 


Commission, in order to take a view on the findings of the JMCI, the 
marginal excess length of the note may have to be condoned. It is, 
therefore, proposed that in the forwarding communication to the 
Cabinet Secretariat, this may be explained for consideration and 
condonation. Other instructions in regard to preparation of the 
Cabinet Note have been strictly adhered to. 

Si. 

6. The Cabinet Note along with the Statement of implementation 
schedule and the ATR is placed below for approval of HM please. 





7. This Division is informed that the Cabinet Note will be placed 
before the Cabinet meeting to be held on 1 1-5-2006 and the report 
will be tabled in both Houses of Parliament on 15-5-2006. 



8. In view of the above, after the Cabinet Note is approved by 
HM, the following action is required to be taken - 


i) It is to be sent for Hindi translation. 

ii) The Secretary Generals of Lok Sabha and Rajya Sabha 
are to be informed about the tabling of the report at least 
three days in advance. 

iii) A statement explaining the delay in tabling the report 
after more than six months of its submission is also to be 
prepared. 

iv) One copy each of the report in Hindi and English is to be 
got authenticated by the Minister. As authentication is to 
be done by different Ministers for Lok Sabha and Rajya 
Sabha, it is proposed that for Lok Sabha it may be 
authenticated by the HM and for Rajya Sabha it may be 
authenticated by the MOS. 

8. Presently submitted for Jdnd approval of para 6 above and for 
kind information of para 7 Six 

OSDtSl (k*T ^ 44^-) 

JSCS) 

^^9 JL 


5 


ave. 


A 


« 3/Sffft 


(S.K. Goswami 
Under Secretary 
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Reference notes from pages 9 ante. 

2. The draft Cabinet Note has been approved by the HM. Sixty-five copies 
each in Hindi and English of the Note are to be sent to the Cabinet Secretariat. 
Copies in English are ready. A copy of the Note has been delivered to the Hindi 
Section yesterday for translation and are likely to be received by today evening, 

3. The undersigned and Shri S.N. Singh, SO (NCB), went to the Cabinet 
Secretariat yesterday (3.5.2006) and had shown the note informally to ensure that 
it was in order. It was advised that the quotes should also be in doubt space. It 
was also assured that the note would not be returned because size is more than 
the prescribed limit. He also suggested that it will be better if the paragraphs 
under the heading “Limitations and Constraints mentioned by the Commission'’ 
may be put in Annexure. But this need not be done as it has already been 
approved by HM. He, however, said that it was only a suggestion which may or 
may not be accepted. 

4. He also informed that the Cabinet Meeting would be held on 9 th May, 
2006 (and not on 1 1.5.2006 as was earlier informed) and that the note should be 
sent by today positively. He also said that the Hindi copies might be sent later. 

5. As per instruction, a draft press briefing is also to be sent to the Cabinet 
Secretariat. As it is a secret matter, it is proposed that no press briefing need be 
given. 

6. A copy of the Cabinet Note may also be sent to the Prime Minister’s office 
for information. 

7. It is proposed that the note duly signed by the JS(S) may be forwarded to 
the Cabinet Secretariat. It may be mentioned in the forwarding note that no press 
briefing is being sent because of the secret nature of the matter. Five copies of 
the Commissions of Inquiry Act, 1952, may also be sent, as required. Two draft 
Office Memoranda - one for the Cabinet Secretariat and the other for the Prime 
Minister’s Office - are placed below for approval please. 




Under Secretary 
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Reference note on pre-page. 

2. Cabinet Secretariat by their letter dated 1 1-5-2006 has 

intimated that the Cabinet in its meeting held on 9-5-2006 
considered the note dated 4-5-2006 from the MHA regarding 
“Report of Justice Mukherjee Commission of Inquiry on the 
alleged disappearance of Netaji Subhas Candra Bose - Action 
Taken Report” and 

i) observed that the Commission’s inquiry was inconclusive 
in many ways, unable to provide a definitive finding on 
several issues and at variance with past well accepted 
Inquiry Commissions’ findings in some critical areas; 
and 

ii) directed that in the light (i) above, the Action Taken 
Report specifically mention that Government did not 
agree with the findings that : 

(a) Netaji did not die in the plane crash; and 

(b) The ashes in the Renkoji Temple were not of 
Netaji. 

2.1 It has also been intimated that the minutes of the meeting 

will be issued in due course and that in the meanwhile, this letter 
dated 1 1.5.2006 may be treated as an authority to take further action 
in the matter. 

3. In the light of the above direction of the Cabinet, the 
Action Taken Report enclosed with the Cabinet Note has been revised 
and is placed at F/X for approval of HM please. 

4. As required under the rules of the Parliamentary 
Procedure, three clear sitting days’ notice is required to be given to 
the Secretary General of Lok Sabha and Rajya Sabha for laying a 
document in the Parliament. It is, therefore, proposed that the Report 
may be Tabled in each House of Parliament on 18.5.2006, assuming 
that the file will be cleared by HM by tomorrow and then 15 to 17 lh 
May, 2006 will be counted as three clear sitting days. Accordingly, 
two draft notices - one for the Secretary General, Lok Sabha and the 


~ 1 $ - 


other for the Secretary General, Rajya Sabha - are placed at F/Y for 
approval of HM please. 


5. 


18 lh instant) in laying the Report before the Houses of Parliament, a 


As there will be 10 days’ delay (if the report is laid on 


statement giving reasons for delay will also have to be laid on the 
Table, as per rules. A draft statement has, accordingly, been 
attempted and is placed at F/Z for approval of HM please. 


6. After the notice is sent to the Secretary Generals of Lok 

Sabha and Rajya Sabha, the following courses of action will be taken 


i) 

ii) 


To get the Action Taken Report translated in Hindi. 

To get four copies (two Hindi and two English) of the 
Report authenticated by HM for sending one copy of the 
Report each in Hindi and English to the Table Office of 
the Lok Sabha and Rajya Sabha along with requisite 
number of extra copies for Hon’ble Members of 
Parliament. 


7. 


Submitted please. 



(S.K. Goswamij 
Under Secretary 
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Dr. Damn Mukherjee, MP (Rajya Sabha), had given a 
Calling Attention Notice dated 19 th May, 2006 under Rule ISO of 
the Rules of Procedure and Conduct of Business in the Rajya 
Sabha to call attention of the Home Minister on 22.5.2006 to the 
following matter of urgent public importance and had requested 
that the Minister might make a statement thereon - 

“The Justice Mukherjee Commission Report on the 
disappearance of Netaji Sub has Chandra Bose, along with 
the ATR of the Government, has recently been placed at the 
House. It is a matter of great national interest and as such, 
we would like to have a discussion on it." 


4F 



* 


2. The notice was for 22.5.2006 and it was handed over to 
JS(S) on 22.5.2006 at about 10-00 PM in the residence of 1IM 
when she along with OSD(S) had gone there to hand over material 
for the “Short Duration Discussion on report of .1 MCI” taken up 
in the Lok Sabha on 23.5.2006. 

3. Although it was not taken up for discussion in the last 
session of Lok Sabha, it might come up for discussion in the 
ensuing session of Parliament. A brief draft statement on the 
subject has, therefore, been attempted and is placed af P/A for 
approval please. 


(S.K. Cosvvaini) 
Under Secretary 











Shri Abdul Razaq Addl. Solicitor General Kolkatta rang me up and 
conveyed that Calcutta High Court is hearing the Court case relating to 
alleged disappearance of Netaji Subhash Chandra Bose on 20.8.2010. The 
ASG has sought the following information: 

a) What was the reasons for not accepting the JMCI Report by the 
Government, 


b) Whether any Govt. Counsel had represented the JMCI. 




2. Answer to (a) above is available from the Action Taken Report of 
JMCI, which was approved by the Cabinet on 25.4.2006. The Cabinet Note 
is not available in the file but Minutes are available. Based on this, the draft 
at may be conveyed to ASG. 


3. Answer to (b) above is indirectly available from a Draft that a Senior 
Counsel appearing for GOI submitted that there were glaring discrepancies in 
the evidence adduced regarding the a-ccident. We are not aware of his name 
and other details. There is no mention of any Govt. Advocate giving evidence 
before the JMCI, or any proof that Government Counsel had deposed before 
the JMCI as witness or gave evidence. We may not therefore provide this 
information as it is not part of the JMCI Report. 




SECRET/MOST IMMEDIATE 


srar Tifiara 




VIJA1 SHARMA 

Additional Secretary 


Tel: 2301 2697 


r i tdUfrt W, ftrrft - 110004 
* ADDITIONAL SECRETARY 

CABINET SECRETARIAT 

RASHTRAPATI BHAWAN 
NEW DELHI - 110004 


D O. No. 19/CM/2006 


May 11, 2006 


Dear Sir, 


The Cabinet in its meeting held on 09.05.2006 considered the note dated 
25.04.2006 04.05.2006 from the Ministry of Home Affairs regarding “Report of 
Justice Mukherjee Commission of Inquiry on the alleged disappearance of 
Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose - Action Taken Report” and 

(i) observed that the Commission’s inquiry was inconclusive in many ways, 
unable to provide a definitive finding on several issues and at variance 
with past well accepted Inquiry Commissions' findings in some critical 
areas; and 

(ii) directed that in the light of (i) above, the Action Taken Report specifically 
mention that Government did not agree with the findings that: 

(a) Netaji did not die in the plane crash; and 

(b) the ashes in the Renkoji Temple were not of Netaji. 

2. The minutes of the meeting will be issued in due course. In the 
meanwhile, this fetter may be treated as an authority to take further action in the 
matter. 


With regards, 


Yours sincerely, 



(VIJAI SHARMA) 


Shri V.K. Duggai, 
Secretary, 

Ministry of Home Affairs, 
New Delhi. 



* 


A; 


* 
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STATEMENT TO BE MADE BY SHRI SHIVRAJ V. PATIL. 
UNION HOME MINISTER, IN THE RAJYA SABHA ON 
22.5.2006 IN RESPONSE TO THE CALLING ATTENTION 

NOTICE TABLED BY DR. BARUN MUKHERJEE, MP (RAJYA 

SABHAT REGARDING THE REPORT OF JUSTICE MUKHERJEE 

COMMISSION OF INQUIRY, 

Government of India by Notification dated 14 th May, 1999 
appointed the Justice Mukherjee Commission of Inquiry headed by 
Justice M.K. Mukherjee, Retired Judge of the Supreme Court, to 
inquire into all the facts and circumstances related to the 
disappearance of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose in 1945 and subsequent 
developments connected therewith. 

The Commission after examining 131 witnesses, visiting U.K., 
Japan, Taiwan, Bangkok and the Russian Federation and after going 
through 308 exhibits, has submitted its findings on 8 lh November, 
2005 stating that Netaji is dead, but did not die in the plane crash, as 
alleged. It has also concluded that the ashes in the Renkoji Temple of 
Tokyo are not of Netaji. 

Government of India examined the report of JMCI thoroughly- 
and-Jil has been observed that the Commission’s inquiry was 
inconclusive in man^ways, it has not been able to provide definitive 
findings on 1 several- issues anfLfls findings are* at variance with past 

-A 

well-accepted Inquiry Commission’s findings in some critical areas- 
the light of^HttS^the Government d&es not agree with the 
findings that Netaji did not die in the plane crash; and that the ashes in 
the Renkoji Temple were not of Netaji. 

The findings of the JMCI that Netaji did not die in the plane 
crash are based on non-availability of ‘clinching evidence 1 . Shah 


A 



Nawaz Committee. and Khosla Commission also encountered the 

A ^ g 

same predicament and as such, they relied on the oral evidence of the 

A fa ^ . 

people including those who were co-passengers of Netaji in the said 
ill-fated plane, for coming to the conclusion that Netaji died in the 
plane crash on 18 th August, 1945 and that he was cremated in Taiwan 
Crematorium and his ashes were taken to Tokyo and preserved in the 
Renkoji Temple. 

Justice Mukherjee Commission’s findings, therefore, do not 
disprove the plane crash story in the face of overwhelming oral 
evidence, particularly of those who were co-passengers of Netaji and 
also the Doctors and staff of the Hospital where he was treated for 
third degree burn injuries sustained in the plane crash. The earlier 
Committee and Commission relied on the evidence of people who 
were eye witnesses of the accident and some of them even 
experienced the trauma and pain of the crash. {^ur^r^Jb^merhory of 
the incident'-tff the oeonle testiftecLbefdnf the eamerXon umttdfe and 




estifi^d before the ej 

hence ccedime^ Hift^commission, 
SgeJj Thus, the Government of India 
finds it difficult to accept the conclusions of the Justice Mukherjee 
Commission of Inquiry. 
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BRIEF STATEMENT ON THE CALLING ATTENTION NOTICE 

GIVEN BY DR. BARUN MUKHERJEE, MP IRAJYA SABHAk 

FOR 22.5.2006. 


Government of India by Notification dated 14 ,h May, 1999 
appointed the Justice Mukherjee Commission of Inquiry headed by 
Justice M.K. Mukherjee, Retired Judge of the Supreme Court, to 
inquire into all the facts and circumstances related to the 
disappearance of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose in 1945 and subsequent 
developments connected . therewith, including - 

a) whether Netaji Subhas Cnahdra Bose is dead or alive; 

b) if he is dead, whether he died in the plane crash, as 

alleged; / \ 

c) whether the ashas in the Japanese temple are ashes of 

Netaji; / \ 

d) whether he h^s died in any other manner at any other 
place and if/so, when and how; and \ 

e) if he is alkve, in respect of his whereabouts. 

The Commission after examining 131 witnesses, visiting U.K., 
Japan, Taiwan, Bangkok and the Russian Federation and after going 

iL 

through 308 exhibits, has submitted its findings on 8 November, 
2005 as follows - 

a) Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose is dead. 

b) He did not die in the plane crash, as alleged. 

c) The ashes in the Japanese temple are not of Netaji. 

d) In the absence of any clinching evidence a positive 
answer cannot be given. 


e) Answer already given in (a) above. 

Government of India examined the report of JMCI thoroughly 
and it has been observed that the Commission’s inquiry was 
inconclusive in many ways, it has not been able to provide definitive 
finding on several issues and is at variance with past well accepted 
Inquiry Commission’s findings in some critical areas and in the light 
of this, the Government does not agree with the findings that - 

a) Netaji did not die in the plane crash; and 

b) The ashes in the Renkoji Temple were not of Netaji. 

'' The findings of the JMCI that Netaji did not die in the plane 
crash are based on non-availability of ‘clinching evidence’. (It was 
war time and the condition was chaotic and it is, therefore, not known 
whether any record was prepared at all} Thus, the only way of finding 
the truth was to rely on oral evidence of people including those who 
were co-passengers of Netaji in the said ill-fated plane-asd^the Shah 
Nawaz Committee and Khosla Commission d id exactly th at .and came 
to the conclusion that Netaji died in the plane crash on 1 8 th August, 
1945 and that he was cremated in Taiwan and his ashes were taken to 
Tokyo and preserved in the Renkoji Temple. Justice Mukherjee 
Commission’s findings, therefore, do not disprove the plane crash 

story in the face of overwhelming oral evidence, particularly of those 

✓'f* Jr*" i'v- / 

who were co-passengers of Netaji ^and also the doctors and staff of the 
Hospital where he was treated for third degree bum injuries sustained 
in the plane crash. Thus, the Government of India finds it difficult to 
the accept the conclusions of the Justice Mukherjee Commission of 
Inquiry. 




No. 1 20 1 4/8/2006-NCB . 1 1 
Government of India 

Ministry of Home Affairs 
* *** 




Lok Nayak Bhavan, Khan Market, 
New Delhi, dated: May 17, 2006. 


OFFICE MEMORANDUM 


Sub: Laying of the Report of Justice Mukherjee Commission of 
Inquiry into the alleged disappearance of Netaji Subhas 
Chandra Bose in Rajya Sabha — Regarding. 

The undersigned is directed to forward herewith the following 


documents in connection with the laying of the Report of the Justice 
Mukherjee Commission of Inquiry into the alleged disappearance of Netaji 
Subhas Chandra Bose for distribution among the Hornble Members of 
Parliament - 


250 copies in English 
100 copies in Hindi 


The report of JMC! in three volumes : 
(Vol. I, Vol. IIA and Vol. I IB) 


* 


The receipt of the copies may kindly be acknowledged. 



(S.K. Goswami) 
Under Secretary 


The Under Secretary (L), 

Publication Counter, Room No. 26-A, 
Rajya Sabha Secretariat, 

New Delhi. 


Copy forwarded forwarded for information to Parliament Section, 
MHA, North Block, New Delhi. 
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MEMORANDUM OF ACTION TAKEN ON THE REPORT 

OF THE JUSTICE MUKHERJEE COMMISSION OF INQUIRY 

REGARDING THE ALLEGED DISAPPEARANCE OF 

NETAJI SUBHAS CHANDRA BOSE 


By Government of India Notification No. S.O. 339(E) dated 14 th 
May. 1999. Shri M.K. Mukherjee, retired Judge of the Supreme Court of India, was 
appointed under the Commissions of Inquiry Act, 1952, to inquire into all the facts 
and circumstances related to the disappearance of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose in 
1945 and subsequent developments connected therewith including - 

(a) whether Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose is dead or alive; 

(b) if he is dead, whether he died in the plane crash, as alleged; 

(c) whether the ashes in the Japanese temple are ashes of 
Netaji; 

(d) whether he has died in any other manner at any other 
place and, if so, when and how; 

(e) if he is alive, in respect of his whereabouts. - 

2. The Government have examined the Report submitted by the Commission 
on 8 lt ’ November, 2005 in detail and have not agreed with the findings that - 

(a) Netaji did not die in the plane crash; and 

(b) the ashes in the Renkoji Temple were not of Netaji. 

3. This Report is placed before the Houses as required under sub-section (4) of 
Section 3 of the Commissions of Inquiry Act, 1952. 


No. 1 20 1 4/8/2006-NCB.II 
Government of India 
Ministry of Home Affairs 

Lok Nayak Bhavan, Khan Market, 
New Delhi, dated: May , 2006. 

The Speaker, 

Lok Sabha, 

New Delhi. 

Sir, 


1 give notice of my intention to lay on the Table of Lok Sabha the 
Report of the Justice Mukherjee Commission of Inquiry into the alleged 
disappearance of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose, along with the Action Taken 
Report and the Statement of reasons for delay in laying the Report, on I7 lh 
May, 2006.. 


Yours faithfully. 


Home Minister 


Copy to 

1. The Secretary General, Lok Sabha. 

2. The Table Office, Lok Sabha. 

3. Ministry of Parliamentary' Affairs. 


No. 1201 4/8/20G6-NCB . II 
Government of India 

Ministry of Home Affairs 
***** 

Lok Nayak Bhavan, Khan Market, 
New Delhi, dated: May , 2006. 

The Chairman, 

Rajya Sab ha. 

New Delhi. 

Sir, 


I give notice of my intention to lay on the Table of Lok Sabha the 
Report of the Justice Mukherjee Commission of Inquiry into the alleged 
disappearance of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose, along with the Action Taken 
Report and the Statement of reasons for delay in laying the Report, on 1 7 lh 
May, 2006.. 


Yours faithfully. 


Home Minister 


Copy to 

1 . The Secretary General, Rajya Sabha. 

2. The Table Office, Rajya Sabha. 

3. Ministry of Parliamentary Affairs. 


t. 1201 4/8/2006- ^M-II 
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f^TcRTv5T Ml^ld 


SHIVRAJ V. PATIL 

TW WTrT 

HOME MINISTER, INDIA 


15^,2006 




Tf#^r, 


^ ^ eTFM 

3 ti%t ?m b*t ^ ^r m 4 frM A PM ^r ^ 3 ^ fer 

^^RT]ti^[f^ruT17^, 2006 arm ^t^Rr^rTTtl 




-w 


^ ^ 1 945 ^pfr t 3nfc M cM ^ 4r 33it 

3£% '4dHI4>dl, PinfelRsd ‘^TTf^TeT ^TrT ^ sfhT 4dd % feP3 3^TTFT *4l4leJ4 % 3)dlfH'frl 
^WM, Vx)f,. 14 TR, 1999^T3Tf^Rr 

t. 53.3TT. 339 (3r)^mr^l^^rdgW^3TT^(^^W)^^B4'taW5JT- 



jfaljt 3T^3r^TO^~gd^^Y?TE T fi % 

-<t|3|~*|fcl c^'Mlcf'qT 


(35) 'mi43T3^3Mf^^EMl^t; 

(IT) 

(tr) 4 -mi dH'bl' ’ic5Mt3fRr^iR 1 RMl'3Rr^T%|f ( '^ff 
(^) ^^4f^tTTT3^W-f3W^Trt? 

2. iM^8 2005 ^WHfsiKr U^d ^TTsfME^MdTT $^55 1 3$K<K 

31T^ ^ ^ % WTcT ^ 1 - 

(50 Mw 5^*Tcg fom 4fcf4HI ifWlf; W 

(35) 3(##T^^T35t^|3Tfeplt^r^^t^f tf 

3. ¥31 Md ^T 3^5 3Mrf 3lfafWT, 1952 St 5T3T 3 ^ 3TO (4) % STrFfa 

wfen^m 313^ ^ M 3lM ^ 3m 93^d" Mt WRTT 1 1 



'<j I^TT Ig^RHT 


krim ^ ^Rf ^t ^ferr ^f ^pt ^ % farc *tk 3 ^ mr 
3TT%rT sriWWT, 1952%3t^rnTT14^f, 1999^^^rJ^rfo^3n%T^rTT3=rto :i Tm 
mi 


3TRFT3 8 HcSHX, 2005 ^T 3W4I fW H^d 3R ^ sft 1 3ff%T 3TftfWT, 1952 ^T 
mrr 3 ^ 3^ mi 4 ^ ^ 3n%T mr ^fcT ^ ^r ttrr§ 

^ "S’ ' Hlg qR” 3TqW % ^TfcfT 3T£[R^ 7 T fW, 2006 tl" ^5el ^4 % yf^cb *NH "4dcT ^ TM mIHI 

mi 


ft % 3i^, g^ur, wt mr wsr *rc fkrc sfa nft^d mr 
3f}HKH wr eFlt^ 3^3^22^, 2006^^^^ftr^^mt^SRTnrF?f 

ftqtf^ry^H"+<^iffcic^f3?ri 


* 


12014/8/2006-*^^ 

fcrcs 15 T ^ i , 2006 


^ I 

}ai4) ^ ^TCT ^1?T Wl % eimm 'tf^T W3 ^T 

^^rt^[f^JTi7T^, 2oo6^r^wT[y^d +<^a^3rm^^Rr^rrt | 

3TTTO, 



(liW<M’&. WtH) 


12014/8/2006-' t ^«-II 


15 2006 
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$ ^crrsfr ^rt w 

^TR $M ?TOT 3*T TR ^ ^ ft^ 3Tfc ft<M ^ Tf fS faeTW 

^^R^^to^l7^,2006^rwrw^il^d ^^3T^3TT^^^HT^rr|l 


3TTTO, 


(fyicUM'fa.'iTrcter) 


’ N 


12014/ 8/2006- RH R) 41 -II 
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•PH, "i' -:- 

f^TcRTuT MIc^eT 
SHIVRAJ V. PATIL 

TJF "4#, ^TRcT 1^Hi=h 15 "RS, 2006 

HOME MINISTER, INDIA 


RHH^ST^R^Vl, 

I 

^Pl 3TFTRT ttRt^ ?CT RT RRfRlf 3Tft iTRTf RRcJrT ^ fortR 

%^irfr^rtonT 17 Rif, 2006^T#*iW^ ll^d 4H^3rq^3TTCTR^ 4£=HI ^dl ^1 




^RT^T, 
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1 12014/8/2006-^M-II 


15^,2006 


?teM, 

I 

4 ^rt ^ 3fcr eiFTm^r 

2oo6^^wt‘^cT^%3Tq^3n^^t^RT^cTT : ii 


^TTT, 


■i A- 


AM » 
JN' i , 


ftmTT3T qic^lcl 
SHIVRAJ V. PATIL 

7J^ TT^t, ^ RTT 

HOME MINISTER, INDIA 



¥. 1 201 4/8/2006-' -II 





ftlcRTH *Tl€fa 

SHIVRAJ V. PATH 15^,2006 

TTf iHt, ^TKcT • 

HOME MINISTER, INDIA 


TFHT^TT, 

I 




^ ^rn^rr ^nw ^ ^ % ^nw #r ^ % #r ^ 

^^uit^rf^iTr i 7 2006 wrw^sr^^% 3 ^ 3 Tm^r^RT^T|i 


JU 



* 










1 945 '5 I T^ T Tr % ^mt^RT TT^Tt ^ Trftf^Tirr^t 3^c 
ut TdHIsNif, PtHfelRsId ^T Wtt ^ 1^, ^1*1 ^FteR ^IT WI ^ 

*?!, ^pnjcf ^r.%. ^r 3romr if tot wm < fan ^ 1 4 *fi i999^3ifa^Rt 

^r.5?T. 339 (3T) ^ SKI ^4 3TI%rr (%P1#3TTf) ^ 



* (W) 3RMH4) ^^r=h^3F^W^TTTl^#3FT^rt|f,^^f^r^3k%%; 

(¥) ^^#wtTTT3^[W-f3OT^irt? 

2. w 2005 ^r 3«4 iji &KI y^d ^nwrt^R^rtak^ 

3TT%T FT tatf % WTH ^ t fa - 

OS) teifr st if eg fcFTR <ror 

ot ^41 

3. W ftfaf far Rfa 3MTTT 3 TMto, 1952 fat ^TT 3 fat mmj (4) fa fa^fa 

J*L 


^n^di^ir-Era^ <^4! wtfaTOt^r fa^MMi 1 1 



-o 3 —3 — 5 — — -=> “CN 3 


afrrosr*nTOsr 


^ ^ ^p^pt % fm TO^wmf^k 

srmPsffafwr, i952^3i?Ff?ri4^, 1999 ^ 3rrcp ^wlww 

«iri 


3TRP^ 8 W3T, 2005 ^ 3PHT Rqlcf i^d ^ «fr| 3TI%T 31^^, 1952 ^T 

?ikt 3 ^r 3^r 4 % 3WT ^ aijerr , 3n%T^ft^3iraWsr<i ciiw 

% *$: TTT? ^r 31^ ^ ^TtdT 3T2lf^7 *[?, 2006 % 7RR ^ y<Rki ^ W?( I fT T# 3IHT 


W RmV ^ ppp ■y <4i| < SKI W Rrr I'P 3^T 4Rh-Sc 1 SKI sy^bl 

3g^T fez ^FT if Wf ^ 3^r 22 *1R, 2006 ^F ^ ^IRtTT # ^ 

fmt ^T HfRT ^ t facW ^3TT I 


No.l2014/8/2006-NCB.n 






*&SSS£ 


ftN<M ^ I dlvi 

SHIVRAJ V. PATIL 

T? ^fTTrT 

HOME MINISTER, INDIA 


May 15, 2006 


The HonTile Speaker, 
Lok Sabha, 

New Delhi. 


Sir, 



V.TATIL) 


I give notice of my intention to lay on the Table of Lok 
Sabha the Report of the Justice Mukheijee Commission of 
Inquiry into the alleged disappearance of Netaji Subhas 
Chandra Bose, along with the Action Taken Report and the 
Statement of reasons for delay in laying the Report, on 1 7 th 
May, 2006. 



*T. 12014/8/2006-^M~II 








ftlcRTuI 

SHIVRAJ V. PATIL 

T|F tHV, TTRxT 
HOME MINISTER, INDIA 




t^RI^ 15^, 2006 


^ ^ ^ % eTmrrr #r W3 % m ^ ^n^fcf 

^^OTr^iternrn'qf, 2006 ^r % 3 T^ 3 nm^ ^hi ^di fj 




^rfM WT ^ 1945 3 t M ^ 3ftfeM4r3St 
-4t 

tJdHI^l, iHHldfed 3?T 33 3ITC '+<} ^teR i^dH ^I3[dd ^ 


^T3I#?T, ^*|ifcf^.^. 5®^f^31BTOcff^ ^Kd tR+K^fafei 14*rf, 1999 43#g^I 
U 33.31T. 339 (3T) ^ £1 <1 ^fd^d 'g^oT '^H ^MPd (3)^HUI3^) ^¥TlWW^- 

(30 33T ^ffiM <iki 'dlfa d t 3T 3333 j^R t^ft; 

(II) ^3H3>I ft?R%fFITl# tWI '3d<£! Mld^m^T%i«tHH ^cHI ^t; 

(IT) %; 

(3) qrar<W*fl ^^ M3Rr^^M-3T^^T%^,^W%3^3TlTl^; 

(¥) *crt nr < h*i 4di-t^nr^irt ? 

2. 2005 3^ I did 6KI y^d q^ 1 4?^ 

33% % FT % W3T 3f t fr - 

(30 ^RT^T^ftMH <t[<£HI^0lr|^:^IT 

(^) ^441 mT« W ff 4ot 1 1 

3. T$ ft% 4 3t3 3f% 3l^tWT, 1952 4 3KT 3 4 3WT (4) ^ 3TTPf?T 


w^idi^iT wry^d Mi *iidi ii 




<T7HTfgTOT 


^ yr?ptr ^r ^ % f wz tot tort to 

3TTTO 3TfatTOT, 1 95 2 ^ 3TTFf?T 14 , 1 999 ^ ^TOTfcT 3TITO ^ to iTO TOT 

sin 


3?T%TO8^TOT, 2005^T3tMHl ^ 3TTTO 3T^TfTO ; 1952W 

TO 3 TO 4 % TOT^T % SIJTO , ^T $M 3n%T TO ftqfcf TOJcT TOT 3R TOTI 

TO ^ 3Rffro 3T^7 TO 2006 tTO^TPTO^'^T^TO^TOTTOTMTOt 

sfri 

w ft^ ^ aq^ro, gro tort to srt to fro f^RTO3k Tiftw to ttot 

3T^Hi^ TORT TOFT^TOTOT 3j|T 22 TO, 2006 #^^#Rf?I¥f^TOT W 

^ • 
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SECRET/MOST IMMEDIATE 


\ 


VIJAI SHARMA 

Additional Secretary 
Tel: 2301 2697 

mis 

|t) RS fS® 

D'.a No. 19/C M/2006 
Dear Sir, 


snrr irftra 
M(Wu 3 m « Fusing 

TTt^Tfrl W, ^ f^wft - 110004 

additional secretary 
CABINET SECRETARIAT 

RASHTRAPATl BHAWAN 
NEW DELHI - 110004 


May 11, 2006 




The Cabinet in its meeting held on 09,05.2006 considered the note dated 
25.04.2006 04.05.2006 from the Ministry of Home Affairs regarding “Report of 
Justice Mukherjee Commission of Inquiry on the alleged disappearance of 
Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose - Action Taken Report” and 


(i) observed that the Commission's inquiry was inconclusive in many ways, 
unable to provide a definitive finding on several issues and at variance 
with past well accepted Inquiry Commissions’ findings in some critical 
i . , areas; and 

• . (ii) directed that in the light of (i) above, the Action Taken Report specifically 

^ mention that Government did not agree with the findings that: 

(a) Netaji did not die in the plane crash; and 
^ (b) the ashes in the Renkoji Temple were not of Netaji. 

The minutes of the meeting will be issued in due course. In the 
_ ft . Jr- meanwhile, this letter may be treated as an authority to take further action in the 
^ aoO'j-i** V matter. 

^ With regards, 

%r „ 

V 1 

/ a w\\ Shri VK - Duggal, 

' Secretary, 

Ministry of Home Affairs, 

New Delhi. 



Yours sincerely, 

(VIJAI SHARMA) 



STATEMENT OF REASONS FOR DELAY IN TABLING THE REPORT 

OF THE JUSTICE MUKHERJEE COMMISSION OF INQUIRY INTO THE 

ALLEGED DISAPPEARANCE OF NETAJI SUBHAS CHANDRA BOSE. 


The Justice Mukherjee Commission of Inquiry was set up by the 
Government of India on 14 lh May, 1999 under the Commissions of Inquiry 
Act. 1952. to inquire into the alleged disappearance of Netaji Subhas Chandra 
Bose. 


The Commission submitted its on report on 8 lh November, 2005. 
As per the provision of Sub-section 4 of Section 2 of the Commissions of 
Inquiry Act, 1952, the Report submitted by the Commission is to be Tabled 
before each House of Parliament within a period of six months of the 
submission of the report by the Commission i.e. before 7 lh May, 2006.. 




The incidental delay has been occasioned by time taken in 
translation, printing, consideration of the report by the Government, its 
approval by the Cabinet and the adjournment of Parliament on 22 nd March, 
2006. 
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SHIVRAJ V. PAT1L 

7JF TT^t, ^IKrl. ■ 

HOME MINISTER, INDIA 


*T. 1 20 1 4/ 8/2006-^141-Ii 


f 2 ^ 


15 2006 


TFSTTHTT, 
fqwTl I 


*1N 3lMHI ^RhI<T y<^a fq<rt«i 

%^RTt^TtoCUT17^, 2006^1 ^%3T^r3Tm^T^RT^cfT|l 




No. 12014/8/2006-NCB.II 


SHIVRAJ V. PATIL 

^ TO 

HOME MINISTER, INDIA 

To, 

The Honhle Speaker, 

Lok Sabha, 

New Delhi. 

Sir, 


May 15, 2006 


I give notice of my intention to lay on the Table of Lok 
Sabha the Report of the Justice Mukherjee Commission of 
Inquiry into the alleged disappearance of Netaji Subhas 
Chandra Bose, along with the Action Taken Report and the 
Statement of reasons for delay in laying the Report, on 17 th 
May, 2006. 



No. 12014/8/2006-NCB.II 
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fifWM T TT^FT 

SHIVRAJ V. PAUL 

HOME minister, India May 1 5, 2006 

To, 

The HonT>le Speaker, 

Lok Sabha, 

New Delhi. 

Sir, 



I give notice of my intention to lay on the Table of Lok 
Sabha the Report of the Justice Mukherjee Commission of 
Inquiry into the alleged disappearance of Netaji Subhas 
Chandra Bose, along with the Action Taken Report and the 
Statement of reasons for delay in laying the Report, on 17 th 
May, 2006. 
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f^TcRTuf MIcfM 

SHIVRAJ V. PATIL 

7TF iHt, WTTrT 
HOME MINISTER, INDIA 


15^,2006 


^T^r, 


cTt^'^TT, 


% wz %r ^ ^f?r ^ % #r % 

^OTitf^rfWW 17^, 2006^^ W^y^?T^^3T^3Tm7T^^nT^I^| 


3TTW, 


U 12gi4/8/2006rg^M-ir 


fcrn 15^,2006 


iter^r, 

TTFHta zms$ 
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^ ^ % ^fer^r §-&m\ #t wr^r 

^^Kirit^rtoTJT 17^, 2006^T^OT^!J^?1 4i<^^3Tq^3TTm^t ; ^HT^rTrf I 


wm. 


(■f^rarrirfe. m^Wt) 


' / 





4 




** li 



jnv. 


No. 12014/8/2006-NCB.II 


ftl«=KW 

SHIVRAJ V. PATIL 

7 JF ^TK?T 

HOME MINISTER, INDIA 


May 15, 2006 


The Honble Speaker, 
Lok Sabha, 

New Delhi. 


Sir, 



I give notice of my intention to lay on the Table of Lok 
Sabha the Report of the Justice Mukherjee Commission of 
Inquiry into the alleged disappearance of Netaji Subhas 
Chandra Bose, along with the Action Taken Report and the 
Statement of reasons for delay in laying the Report, on 1 7 th 
May, 2006. 


RAJIV.^PATIL} 


No. 12014/8/2006-NCB.II 
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fticKM 

SHIVRAJ V. PAUL 

*FF *TKcT 

HOME MINISTER, INDIA 


To, 


The Honhle Chairman, 
Rajya Sabha, 

New Delhi. 


Sir, 


May 15, 2006 


I give notice of my intention to lay on the Table of 
Rajya Sabha the Report of the Justice Mukherjee 
Commission of Inquiry into the alleged disappearance of 
Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose, along with the Action Taken 
Report and the Statement of reasons for delay in laying the 
Report, on 17 th May, 2006. 
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Tele/Fax: 26104061 


Most Immediate/By Hand 


Government of India 
Ministry of Defence 
History Division 


Wing-1, West Block-8 

R K Puram 

New Delhi-1 10066 


No: 2191/H/INA 


I A- Jun 2006 


To 

Shri S K Goswami 
Under Secretary 
Ministry of Home Affairs 
Room No. 3, ‘C’ Wing 
IX -Floor, Lok Nayak Bhawan 
New Delhi-110 003. 


Sub: Regarding Justice Mukheriee Commission 


Dear Sir, 

Reference this office letter of even No. dated 29 May 2006 

2. As report of Justice Mukherjee Commission of Inquiry regarding 
disappearance of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose has already been tabled in the 
Parliament, it may now be possible for you to supply us a copy of the Report 
along with Action Taken Report (ATR). 

3. It may be recalled that this is required for the disposal of a query by the 
Hon’ble RM. 



12014/8/2006-^l^n 

15 "Rf, 2006 


^T^T, 


hh4Ui u^, 

'ferfr I 




Ha i ^ ^RT tfinai ^O'jil 

W3 3TT^FT ^T ftfe tWT 3^ tpr ^r t$ Mt£ 3jfc fWtf 3 tT WJcT ^T ^ faefa 

^OTJTtcpif^OTfnTrf, 2006^^W^^f^T%3T^3iT^^r^iHT^Trt l 


3TTW, 


(fVIcKM fa. TCtH) 
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SHIVRAJ V. PATIL 

1R ’HRcT 

HOME MINISTER, INDIA 

A 

To , 


The Hon hie Speaker, 
Lok Sabha, 

New Delhi. 


Sir, 


May 15, 2006 



I give notice of my intention to lay on the Table of Lok 
Sabha, the Report of the Justice Mukheijee Commission "of 
Inquiry into the alleged disappearance of Netaji Subhas 
Chandra Bose, along with the Action Taken Report and the 
Statement of reasons for delay in laying the Report, on 17 th 
May, 2006. 
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5TRT 

chK4l$ ~37T 


^ ~m ^r 1 945 r ^ wx ?f^ ^r ^tMcrt 3rtr 3 trT 
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TO) ^^H#^c5^3T^^RTRW'3FTS T T%^,-qf^lf^r^4T%t; 

TO) ^^'■dftddt<Tt3d=M Hdl-fdWiTOrt ? 

2. m^TT^8d^:, 2005 ^31|4W SKI y^d oTR^rt3frc^ 
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mi 


3TTTO % 8 4TOT, 2005 W ^ MHI RuV TORT TO m m I TO 3TTTOT 3TfafTO, 1952 
TO 3 ^OTTO4^3qTO%3T3TO,3Tl^^tt%^ 3WTTOf^3T^TO^T rTTW 
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(30 ^cTl^r^t PdHH 4tfcMI cmr 
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SHIV RAJ V. PATH 

*JF ’Rl, *IKcT 

HOME MINISTER, INDIA 


May 15, 2006 


The Hon hie Speaker, 
Lok Sabha, 

New Delhi. 




Sir, 



I give notice of my intention to lay on the Table of Lok 
Sabha the Report of the Justice Mukherjee Commission of 
Inquiry into the alleged disappearance of Netaji Subhas 
Chandra Bose, along with the Action Taken Report and the 
Statement of reasons for delay in laying the Report, on 17 th 
May, 2006. 




RAJIV. TATIL) 



STATEMENT OF REASONS FOR DELAY fN TABLING THE REPORT OF THE 

JUSTICE MUKHERJEE COMMISSION OF INQUIRY INTO THE ALLEGED 

DISAPPEARANCE OF NETAJI SUBEIAS CHANDRA BOSE. 


The Justice Mukherjee Commission of Inquiry was set up by the 
Government of India on 14 ltl May, 1999 under the Commissions of Inquiry Act. 
1952. to inquire into the alleged disappearance of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose. 

The Commission submitted its on report on 8 lh November, 2005, As per 
the provision of Sub-section 4 of Section 3 of the Commissions of Inquiry Act. 1 952, 
the Report submitted by the Commission is to be Tabled before each House of 
Parliament within a period of six months of the submission of the report by the 
Commission i.e. before 7 lh May, 2006.. 

The incidental delay has been occasioned by time taken in translation, 
printing, consideration of the report by the Government, its approval by the Cabinet 
and the adjournment of Parliament on 22 nd March, 2006 

4 * 



MEMORANDUM OF ACTION TAKEN ON THE REPORT 
OF THE JUSTICE MUKHERJEE COMMISSION OF INQUIRY REGARDING 

THE ALLEGED DISAPPEARANCE OF 

NETAJI SUBHAS CHANDRA BOSE 


By Government of India Notification No. S.O. 339(E) dated 14 lh May, 
1999, Shri M.K. Mukherjee, retired Judge of the Supreme Court of India, was appointed 
under the Commissions of Inquiry Act. 1952, to inquire into all the facts and 
-Sr circumstances related to the disappearance of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose in 1945 and 

subsequent developments connected therewith including - 


(a) whether Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose is dead or alive; 

(b) if he is dead, whether he died in the plane crash, as alleged; 

(c) whether the ashes in the Japanese temple are ashes of Netaji; 

(d) whether he has died in any other manner at any other place and, if 
so, when and how-; 

(e) if he is alive, in respect of his whereabouts. 

2. The Government have examined the Report submitted by the Commission on 8 Ili 
November, 2005 in detail and have not agreed with the findings that - 

(a) Netaji did not die in the plane crash; and 

(b) the ashes in the Renkoji Temple were not of Netaji. 

3. This Report is placed before the Houses as required under sub-section (4) of 
Section 3 of the Commissions of Inquiry Act, 1952. 
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No.l2014/8/2006~NCB.lP j 


f9T°KM ■qjzfer 

SHIVRAJ V. PATIL 

’JF 441, -RTTcr 

HOME MINISTER, INDIA 


May 15, 2006 


The Honhle Chairman, 
Rajya Sabha, 

New Delhi. 


Sir, 


I give notice of my intention to lay on the Table of 
Rajya Sa bha the Report of the Justice Mukherjee 
Commission of Inquiry into the alleged disappearance of 
Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose, along with the Action Taken 
Report and the Statement of reasons for delay in laying the 
Report, on 17 th May, 2006, 
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SECRET/MOST IMMEDIATE 
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SB:-.- 




VIJAI SHARMA 

Additional Secretary 
Tel: 2301 2697 



D.O. No. 19/C M/2006 
Dear Sir, 


am ^ofercr 
hT^h-j^h ‘^rf^T^Tc^ra’ 

TTTSTtrf^ TO, - 110004 

ADDITIONAL SECRETARY 

CABINET SECRETARIAT 

RASHTRAPATI BHAWAN 
NEW DELHI - 110004 


May 1 1 , 2006 



The Cabinet in its meeting held on 09.05.2006 considered the note dated 
25.04.2006 04.05.2006 from the Ministry of Home Affairs regarding “Report of 
Justice Mukherjee Commission of Inquiry on the alleged disappearance of 
Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose - Action Taken Report” and 

(i) observed that the Commission’s inquiry was inconclusive in many ways, 
unable to provide a definitive finding on several issues and at variance 
with past well accepted Inquiry Commissions’ findings in some critical 
areas; and 


directed that in the light of (i) above, the Action Taken Report specifically 
mention that Government did not agree with the findings that: 


(a) 

(b) 


Netaji did not die in the plane crash; and 

the ashes in the Renkoji Temple were not of Netaji. 


W- j 

oU 

The minutes of the meeting will be issued in due course. In the 
~ ft . meanwhile, this letter may be treated as an authority to take further action in the 

' u; x matter - 


Yours sincerely, 

(VIJAI SHARMA) 
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To, 





f¥l<=KM WdlH 
SHIVRAJ V. PATIL 
^ *T3 ft, ^FTTcT 
HOME MINISTER, INDIA 


May 15, 2006 


The HonT>le Chairman, 
Rajya Sab ha, 

New Delhi. 


Sir, 


I give notice of my intention to lay on the Table of 
Rajya Sabha the Report of the Justice Mukheijee 
Commission of Inquiry into the alleged disappearance of 
Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose, along with the Action Taken 
Report and the Statement of reasons for delay in laying the 
Report, on 17 th May, 2006. 
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No. 12014/8/2006-NCB.II 


qiilcH 

SHIVRAJ V. PAUL 

^ HRcT 

HOME MINISTER, INDIA 

To, 

The HonTile Speaker, 

Lok Sabha, 

New Delhi. 

Sir, 


May 15, 2006 


I give notice of my intention to lay on the Table of Lok 
, Sabha the Report of the Justice Mukherjee Commission of 
Inquiry into the alleged disappearance of Netaji Subhas 
Chandra Bose, along with the Action Taken Report and the 
Statement of reasons for delay in laying the Report, on 17 th 
May, 2006. 
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ftlcRM Mlc^d 

SHIVRAJ V. PATIL 

Tp? IT#, TTRxT - 

HOWll MINISTER, INDIA 


15 Tlf, 2006 
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^^ITotr^ltW'JT 17 *lf, 2006^TT^^n3I^d+44^3Tq^3?T^T^^HT^j^[ 
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